REMARKS 



Claims 1-15 are pending in this application. The Examiner rejected the claims as 
follows. Claims 1-5, 7-12 and 14-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0125075 Al (Klovborg) 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,469,133 (Hensler). Claims 6 and 13 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Klovborg in view of Hensler and further in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,226,536 Bl (Miyashita). 

Regarding the Examiner's objection to Claim 3 under 37 CFR 1.75(c ), it is 
respectfully submitted that Claims 2 and 3 are not identical. Claim 2 includes the 
recitation of wherein the alarm control signal is repeatedly generated at predetermined 
intervals, whereas, Claim 3 includes the recitation of the alarm control signal is 
repeatedly generated at a predetermined interval. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested 
that the Examiner's objection to Claim 3 be withdrawn. 

The claims of the present invention are drawn to a mobile terminal which 
generates an alarm control signal at predetermined time period ahead of a predetermined 
alarm time and transmits the alarm control signal to a charging device. The charging 
device receives the alarm control signal and generates a lamp driving signal for 



controlling a lamp in response to the alarm control signal in order to gradually increase 
electric power supplied to the lamp and increase the illumination provided by the lamp. 
Then, if a predetermined time passes, a lamp off signal is generated or if the mobile 
terminal is detached from the charging device, a detachment signal is generated, and the 
lamp is turned off. 

Klovborg merely teaches that an audio signal is transmitted from a mobile 
terminal to a desktop stand 1. The desktop stand 1 does not include a lamp. The 
Examiner relies upon Hensler to overcome this deficiency. However, the light source 
(i.e., LED 47, FIG. 1) taught by Hensler is an integral part of the pager. Accordingly, 
neither Hensler nor Klovborg teach or suggest a charging device including a lamp. 

Regarding the Examiner's rejection of independent Claim 1, the Examiner states 
that the combination of Klovborg and Hensler teaches each and every limitation of Claim 
1 . Upon reviewing the cited references, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is 
incorrect. Hensler teaches a telephone pager alarm including a light source for providing 
a visual indication of a page. The light source is an integral part of the pager (e.g., see 
LED 47, FIG. 1). The Examiner equates the alarm control signal as recited in Claim 1 
with the audio signals which are sent to a desktop stand 1 as taught by Klovborg. 
Klovborg teaches when the preset alarm time is reached, the mobile phone 50 activates 
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the selected source for the audio signal. The selected source can be an AM/FM radio 
receiver, an MP3, or an AAA digital music player. In other words, Klovborg teaches 
waiting until the preset time is reached before activating the selected (audio) source. In 
contrast, Claim 1 includes the recitation of generating an alarm control signal at a 
predetermined time period ahead of a predetermined alarm time, and it is this alarm 
control signal that outputs a visual signal (i.e., the lamp), which is neither taught nor 
suggested by Klovborg or Hensler. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the 
Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) of independent Claim 1 be withdrawn. 

Regarding the Examiner's rejection of independent Claim 8, the Examiner states 
that the combination of Klovborg and Hensler teaches each and every limitation of Claim 
8. It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is incorrect. Hensler teaches a 
telephone pager alarm including a light source for providing a visual indication of a page. 
The light source is an integral part of the pager (e.g., see LED 47, FIG. 1). Klovborg 
teaches when the preset alarm time is reached, the mobile phone 50 activates the selected 
(audio) source for the audio signal. The selected source can be an AM/FM radio receiver, 
an MP3, or an AAA digital music player. In other words, Klovborg teaches waiting until 
the preset time is reached before activating the selected source. In contrast, Claim 8 
includes the recitation generating by the mobile terminal an alarm control signal at a 
predetermined time period ahead of a predetermined alarm time, and also includes the 



recitation of generating by the charging device a lamp driving signal for controlling a 
lamp in response to the received alarm control signal, which is neither taught nor 
suggested by Klovborg or Hensler or the combination thereof. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) of 
independent Claim 8 be withdrawn. 

Regarding the Examiner's rejection of independent Claim 15, the Examiner states 
that the combination of Klovborg and Hensler teaches each and every limitation of Claim 
15. It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is incorrect. Hensler teaches a 
telephone pager alarm including a light source for providing a visual indication of a page. 
The light source is an integral part of the pager (e.g., see LED 47, FIG. 1). Klovborg 
teaches when the preset alarm time is reached, the mobile phone 50 activates the selected 
(audio) source for the audio signal. The selected source can be an AM/FM radio receiver, 
an MP3, or an AAA digital music player. In other words, Klovborg teaches waiting until 
the preset time is reached before activating the selected source. In contrast, Claim 15 
includes the recitation of generating an alarm control signal, for activating the visual 
alarm (i.e., the lamp), at a predetermined time and a speaker for providing an audio alarm 
at a predetermined alarm time after the predetermined time, which is neither taught nor 
suggested by Klovborg or Hensler or the combination thereof. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) of 



independent Claim 15 be withdrawn. 



Independent Claims 1, 8, and 15 are believed to be in condition for allowance. 
Without conceding the patentability per se of dependent Claims 2-7 and 9-14, these 
claims are likewise believed to be allowable by virtue of their dependence on their 
respective independent claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejections of dependent Claims 2-7 and 9-14 is respectfully requested. 

Accordingly, all of the claims pending in the Application, namely, Claims 1-15, 
are believed to be in condition for allowance. Should the Examiner believe that a 
telephone conference or personal interview would facilitate resolution of any remaining 
matters, the Examiner may contact Applicants' attorney at the number given below. 
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